








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST 
Building Project Detail (Cont.' d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ANALYSIS: 

The predesign for the Morris Science Addition and Renovation has been 
submitted. At the time of this review a final recommendation for the project 
is pending. It is anticipated that the information submitted will reflect the 
information found in the predesign submittal. 

This request has been reviewed with an emphasis on cost planning, general 
scope of work, and schedule and is in general conformance with the capital 
budget requirements. 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE ANALYSIS: 

Statewide Strategic Score 

Criteria 

Critical Life Safety Emergency 

Critical Legal Liability 

Prior Binding Commitment 

Strategic Linkage 

Safety Concerns 

Customer Services/Statewide Significance 

form D-5 

Values Points 

70010 0 

700/0 0 

70010 0 

0/40/80/120 80 

0/35/70/105 70 

0/35/70/105 70 This submission meets all Department of Finance criteria for project qualifica­
tion. The portion of this request ($280 thousand) for "preparation of a 
comprehensive facilities review" does not qualify for general obligation bond 
financing. Pre-design work and comprehensive planning ttiat is not associated 
with a specific capital project is appropriately financed through a general fund 
direct appropriation. Current law exempts only asset preservation and renewal 
projects from the one-third debt service assessment. This construction project 
goes beyond the definition of asset preservation and renewal. 

Agency Priority 0/25/50/751100 25 

User and Non-State Financing 0-100 0 

Asset Management 0120140160 40 

Operating Savings or Efficiencies 0/20/40/60 0 

GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDATld"N: Contained in State Six-Year Planning Estimates 50/0 0 

The Governor does not recommend capital funds for this project. Total 285 

Schematic Design Const. 
Predesign Design Devel. Doc. Const. 

Prior Funding: D D D D D 
Agency Request: D • • • 
Governor's Recommendation: D D D D D 
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST 
Building Project Detail 

Form D-1 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137 ,500 = $138) 

AGENCY: University of Minnesota 
PROJECT TITLE: Academic Health Center, Centers of Excellence Facilities 

STATE APPROPRIATION REQUEST FOR 1996 SESSION: $6,500 
STATE APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1998 SESSION: -O­
ST ATE APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 2000 SESSION: -0-
LOCA TION {CAMPUS, CITY, COUNTY}: 

AGENCY PRIORITY (for projects in the 1996 session only): 

#_1 __ of __ 7_ requests 

Summary 

11 Molecular & Cellular Therapeutics program will modify an existing research 
facility in order to proceed with their cutting edge research in gene, cell and 
bio therapy in efforts to provide treatments to a variety of human diseases 
including cancer, AIDS, and Hunter's disease. 

11111 The Magnetic Resonance imaging program has outgrown its existing building. 
A new facility would allow this successful research to continue expansion. 

1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

This request is for funding of two projects: (a) a new facility for the Magnetic 
Resonance Research program (MRR), and a remodeling project for the 
Minnesota Molecular and Cellular Therapeutics Facility (MCT). 

a. Magnetic Resonance Research Building (MRR) ($3,500) 

The Department of Radiology requires a new facility in order to accommo­
date its continually expanding research program. The existing building on 
East River Road can not be expanded to accommodate a fourth magnet to 
be used in human research. The original facility of 5, 700 GSF was 
constructed in 1988 at a cost of $800 thousand and expanded with the 
addition of 5,888 GSF in 1991 at a cost of $463 thousand. The current 
site does not allow for the necessary additional expansion. Furthermore, 
future plans call for the demolition and reconstruction of the adjacent East 
River Road parking ramp which may also affect the MRR facility. 

b. Molecular and Cellular Therapeutics Facility (MCT) ($3,000) 

The present building was planned, designed and built for a single purpose; 
manufacturing of the anti rejection transplant drug ALG. Its design reflects 
a single large scale core system designed for this specific purpose. 
Accommodating three new research programs in the areas of Bio Thera­
peutics, Cell Therapeutics and Gene Therapeutics requires major modifica­
tions in the building systems and equipment. The proposed changes will 
provide the necessary flexibility to use the building for production of a 
variety of experimental drugs for human clinical trials. 

The project would include the removal and dismantling of equipment which 
can not be used for the new programs, the installation of new equipment 
and upgrading building electronic systems, and the remodeling of 
recovered space to GMP (Good Manufacturing Principles) requirements, 
including modifications in utilities, air filtration and distribution systems. 

2. PROJECT RATIONALE AND RELATIONSHIP TO AGENCY LONG-RANGE 
STRATEGIC GOALS AND CAPITAL PLAN: 

These two emerging fields of medical research could provide the next major 
technology transfer to the substantial health care sector of Minnesota's 
economy. Quality facilities enable research programs to stand out in 
generating research grants. 

a. Magnetic Resonance Research Building. The University's MRR program is 
world renowned for its excellence. In order to maintain and enhance its 
leadership position, a new 20,000 GSF facility is needed on a site that will 
adequately accommodate present program needs as well as provide the 
opportunity for future expansion. The new facility would be built in 
proximity to the existing Lyons Research Laboratory located in the 
northeast area of the campus. Any increased operating costs associated 
with a larger facility would be covered by increases in indirect cost 
recovery funds generated by increased research grants. 

The mission of the Center for Magnetic Research is to promote research 
and development in Magnetic Resonance Research. It is the physiologic 
basis of brain and cardiac function. Within this realm of activity are human 
and animal basic science, including studies of brain activation (functional 
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST 
Building Project Detail (Cont'd.) 

fiscal Years 1996-2001 

Form D-1 

Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

MR), brain metabolism and neoplasm (MR spectroscopy), and cardiac 
function and metabolism. 

Significant accomplishments to date and expected in the future include the 
identification of specific loci of brain and cardiac activation, and the 
prediction of brain response to normal physiology and disease. In addition, 
the Center for Magnetic Research (CMRR} is particularly unique in 
pioneering development of computer applications, software and hardware 
that are now being used at other high-field strength centers for magnetic 
resonance research around the world. The CMRR remains the leader in 
this development and is expected to continue to expand the envelope in 
such computer applications. 

Magnetic resonance is the only completely non-invasive technique to offer 
the ability to make high resolution images of anatomy and simultaneously 
provide chemically-specific information, which can improve the ability to 
make accurate clinical diagnoses and is invaluable for basic physiological 
and biochemical research of normal and diseased states. Major outcomes 
of the research at CMRR include but are not limited to: 

11 Mapping and understanding brain function{using MRI} 
11111 Understanding the physiological/metabolic basis of cardiac failure 

(using in vivo MRS) leading to improve/therapy. 
11111 Improved techniques to quantitatively assess cardiac function and 

perfusion. 
11 The development of non-invasive biopsy (using in vivo MRS) for brain 

tumor patients which can be use for making diagnosis and prognosis, 
and evaluating and selecting therapies. 

Numerous applied research studies have already been published regarding 
somasensory activation which, among other things, will improve patient 
outcomes as they undergo resection of brain lesions, and visual system 
activation to correlate basic science research into visual cortical organiza­
tion. 

b. Minnesota Molecular and Cellular Therapeutics Facility. 

With the proposed conversion of the building into a multi use clinical 
supply facility the University Academic Health Center will be in a unique 

position of having a core facility for the production of the newest high 
technology therapeutic products for clinical trials. The primary function of 
the facility will be to support the three core programs in Bio, Cell and Gene 
Therapeutics. These programs are providing cutting edge research in gene, 
cell and bio therapy research in efforts to develop treatments for a variety 
of human diseases, including cancer, AIDS, and Hunter's disease. 

3. IMPACT ON AGENCY OPERATING BUDGET (FACILITIES NOTE): 

The MRR facility will be expanded by approximately 55 percent, resulting in 
an increase of an estimated $110 thousand in annual operating costs. The 
cost of operating the MCT Building for supported research programs is 
estimated at $375 thousand annually. 

4. PREVIOUS PROJECT FUNDING: 

No previous funding has been provided for either of these projects. 

5. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS (OPTIONAL): 

6. 

The proposed projects for the Centers of Excellence will support nationally 
recognized high-tech medical research which will advance Minnesota's 
position on the cutting edge of health care research and delivery. This 
research will have significant economic impact on the State's health care 
industry, and will enhance health care services available to citizens throughout 
Minnesota. Therefore,_ the University requests exemption from the one-third 
debt service obligation for these projects. 

PROJECT CONTACT PERSON, TITLE, AND PHONE: 

Richard Pfutzenreuter, Associate Vice President/Budget and Finance 625-4517 
336a Morrill Hall, 100 Church Street SE, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455 
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST 
Building Project Detail (Cont.' d} 

fiscal Years 1996-2001 

Form D-2 

Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

PROJECT TYPE (check all that apply): 

Renewal of existing facilities or assets (no program expansion). 
Adaption of an existing facility for code-required changes, handicapped 
access or legal liability purposes. 
Adaption of an existing facility for new, expanded or enhanced uses. 
Construction or acquisition of a new facility for new, expanded or 
enhanced programs or for replacement purposes. 

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS (check all that apply): 

Safety /liability 
Asset preservation 
Code compliance 
Handicapped access (ADA) 
Hazardous materials 
Enhancement of existing programs/services 
Expansion of existing programs/services 
New programs/services 
Co-location of facilities 
Operating cost reductions and efficiencies 
Other (specify): 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY AND TELECOMMUTING: 

Information technology plan: 
submitted to IPO 
approved by IPO 

_yes 
_yes 

Telecommuting plan or statement of non-practicability: 

no 
no 

submitted to IPO _yes no 
approved by IPO _ yes no 

_K_N/A 
_K_N/A 

_K_N/A 
_K_N/A 

AGENCY BUILDING NAME AND#: Center for Magnetic Resonance Research 
#168, Molecular & Cellular Therapeutics Facility #436 

STATE-WIDE BUILDING ID#: E8100103168, E8100202436 

FACILITY SQUARE FOOTAGE: 

Existing Building 
46,440 Gross Sq. Ft. 

Project Scope 
0 

9,056 
37,381 
20,000 

Gross Sq. Ft. Demolished 
Gross Sq. Ft. Decommissioned 
Gross Sq. Ft. Renewal or Adaption 
Gross Sq. Ft. New Construction 

Final Project Size 
57,381 Gross Sq. Ft. 

Are there any space utilization standards that apply to your agency and this 
project? 
__ X_Yes No. 

If so, please cite appropriate sources: Minnesota Facilities Model 

CHANGES IN STATE OPERATING COSTS (Facilities Note): 

F.Y. 96-97 F.Y. 98-99F.Y. 2000-01 
· Change in Compensation ...... . $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-

Change in Bldg. Oper. Expenses .. . $ -0- $ 72._8 $ 1,018 
Change in Lease Expenses ..... . $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-
Change in Other Expenses ...... . $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-
Total Change in Operating Costs $ -0- $ 728 $ 1,018 

Other: 
Change in F.T.E. Personnel 0 0 0 
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST 
Building Project Detail (Cont.'d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137 ,.500 = $138) 

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (ALL YEARS/ALL FUNDING SOURCES): 

1 . Site and building preparation 
Site acquisition ..................................... . 
Existing building acquisition ............................. . 
Other acquisitions costs: 

Environmental studies ............................... . 
Geotechnical survey ................................. . 
Property survey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Historic Preservation ................................ . 

Other (specify) .............................. . 
1. Subtotal 

2. Predesign fees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2. Subtotal 
3. Design fees 

Schematic design ................................... . 
Design development ................................. . 
Contract documents ................................. . 
Construction ..................................... . 

3. Subtotal 
4. Administrative costs and professional fees 

Project management by consultant ........................ . 
Construction management .............................. . 
Construction contingency . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Other (specify) (Univ Admin & Permits) ................... . 

4. Subtotal 
5. Site and building construction 

On site construction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Off site construction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Hazardous material abatement ........................... . 
Other (specify) .............................. . 

5. Subtotal 
6. Furniture, Fixtures and Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6. Subtotal 
7. Occupancy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7. Subtotal 
8. Percent for art ................................ 8. Subtotal 

Total without inflation (1 through 8) 

9. Inflation multiplier 0.10 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9. Subtotal 
Mid-point of construction (mo./yr.) 7197 

Total with inflation (1 through 9) 

Project Costs 
(all prior years) 

$ _____ -o __ -
$ _____ -o __ -

$ _____ -o __ -

$ ____ .....;-0-.-

$ _____ -o __ -
$ ______ -o __ -
$ ____ .....;-0-.-

$ ____ .....;-0-.-

$ _____ -0_-

$ ____ .....;-0;;;._-

$ ____ .....;-0;;;._-

Project Costs 
(F.Y. 1996-97) 

$ ____ _,-0._-

$ ____ .....;-0-.-

$ _____ -0 __ -
$ ____ __;;;.,5 

$ ____ __;;;.,5 

$ ____ .....;-0:;...-

$ _____ -o __ -
$ ______ 1 __ 0 
$ ____ --5 __ 0 

$ ____ --6 __ 9 
$ ____ -"-9=2 
$ ___ __._2 ...... 3 ..... 0 
$ ________ 6 __ 9 

$ ____ 4_6_0 

$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ -o_-
$ ___ ___;,1..;;;.8....;..4 

$ ___ ___;,1..;;;.3.=.8 

$ ___ __;;;;3-=2=2 

$ ___ 4-'-''"-"'6..;;;.0...;;;.0 
$ ____ _,·0---
$ _____ ·0---
$ _____ -0---
$ ___ 4_,, __ 6_0_0 
$ ______ 3--6 ___ 7 
$ _______ 1 __ 0--0 
$ ____ .....;-0;_-

$ ___ 5_,, __ 9_0_9 

$ ______ 5...;;;..9...;;..1 

$ ___ 6.:;.,j,~5..;;;.0-..0 

Project Costs 
(F.Y. 1998-99) 

$ _____ -o __ -
$ _____ -o __ -

$ _____ -0_-

$ _____ ·0---

$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ -o __ -
$ _____ -o __ -
$ ______ -o---

$ ____ .....;-0:;...-

$ ______ -o---

$ ____ _,·0---

Project Costs 
(F.Y. 2000 

and beyond) 

$ _____ -o __ -
$ _____ -o_-

$ _____ -0_-

$ ____ _,·0---

$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ ·0---
$ ____ ..... -0---

$ ____ _,·0---

$ ____ ..... -0---

$ ____ _,·0---

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (all capital costs, all years 
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST 
Building Project Detail {Cont.' d) 

fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

Form D-4 

FUNDING SOURCES: PROPOSED METHOD(S) OF 1996 STATE FINANCING (check all that apply): 

Previous Project Funding (all prior years) ............. . $ -0- Cash: $ __ _ 

State funding received ........................ . $ -0-
Federal funding received ....................... . $ -0- _X_ Bonds: $ 6,500 Tax Exempt _L Taxable 
local government funding received ................ . $ -0-
Private funding received ........................ . $ -0- STATE DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS (Check all that apply): 

For 1996 Session (F. Y. 1996-97) _X_ General Fund % of total 1 00 
State funding requested ....................... . $ 6,500 
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0- __ User Financing % of total 
local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ -0- Source of funds 

------------~ 

For 1998 Session (F. Y. 1998-99) 
State Funding Estimate ........................ . $ -0-
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0-
local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ -0-

For 2000 Session (F.Y. 2000-01) 
State Funding Estimate ........................ . $ -0-
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0-
local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ -0-

Total Project Costs {all years} .................... . $ 6,500 
State funding requested (all years) ................ . $ 6[500 
Federal funding {all years) ....................... . $ -0-
local government funding (all years) .............. . $ -0-
Private funding (all years) ....................... . $ -0-
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST 
Building Project Detail (Cont.' d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 

Form D-5 

Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ANALYSIS: 
This request is for all stages of work on the Acad~mic Health Center, Centers 
of Excellence Facilities. Until the predesign work is completed and receives a 
positive recommendation, the information submitted is considered preliminary. 
It is unclear from the description as to why these projects are combined into 
one request. 

This request has been reviewed with an emphasis on cost planning, general 
scope of work, and schedule and is in general conformance with the capital 
budget requirements with the following observations: 

1. Predesign costs (1.1 %) are above the 0.25%-0.50% guidelines. 
2. Design costs (10%) are above the 6%-9% range. 

The agency is asked to review their project request in association with these 
comments and make any appropriate amendments prior to legislative action on 
the bonding bill. 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE ANALYSIS: 
This submission meets all Department of Finance criteria for project qualifica­
tion. 

The portion of this request ($3.5 million) to construct a new facility for the 
Magnetic Resonance Research program does not fit the definition of asset 
preservation and renewal. Under current law, the project would not be exempt 
from the one-third debt service assessment. 

GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDATION: 
The Governor recommends general obligation bonding of $6.5 million for the 
Academic Health Centers of Excellence, contingent upon a one-third debt 
service payment by the University. 

In addition, the Governor recommends up to $3 million to be matched dollar for 
dollar by Fairview Hospital/University of Minnesota for exploration and 
predesign of a transitway between the Fairview and University of Minnesota 
hospital campuses. 

Statewide Strategic Score 

Criteria Values 

Critical Life Safety Emergency 700/0 

Critical Legal Liability 700/0 

Prior Binding Commitment 700/0 

Strategic Linkage 0/40/80/120 

Safety Concerns 0/35/70/105 

Customer Services/Statewide Significance 0/35/70/105 

Agency Priority 0/25/50/75/100 

User and Non-State Financing 0-100 

Asset Management 0/20/40/60 

Operating Savings or Efficiencies 0/20/40/60 

Contained in State Six-Year Planning Estimates 50/0 

Total 

Schematic Design Const. 
Predesign Design Devel. Doc. 

Prior Funding: D D D D 
Agency Request: • • • • 
Governor's Recommendation: • • • • 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail 

Form D-1 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

AGENCY: University of Minnesota 
PROJECT TITLE: Architecture Renovation and Addition 

GOVERNOR'S REQUEST FOR 1996 SESSION: $21,027 
GOVERNOR'S ESTIMATE FOR 1998 SESSION: $-0-
GOVERNOR'S ESTIMATE FOR 2000 SESSION: $-0-
lOCATION (CAMPUS, CITY, COUNTY): Twin Cities/East Bank, 

Minneapolis, Hennepin 

GOVERNOR'S INITIATIVE (for projects in the 1996 session only): 

# G01 of --1:__ requests 

1 • PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Funds are requested to renovate the existing Architecture Building and to build 
an addition. This will permit the College of Architecture and Landscape 
Architecture to bring together in a single location its architecture department, 
landscape architecture department, Urban Design Program, and research 
centers. The addition will house classrooms, design studios, laboratories, 
faculty offices, a lecture hall, and a library. Work on the existing building 
includes: correcting building code violations, meeting energy code require­
ments, installing air conditioning, refurbishing the building's interior, and 
creating needed research, student, and administrative space. The current link 
between the Architecture and Mechanical Engineering Buildings will be 
improved to better accommodate pedestrian movement through the campus. 

2. PROJECT RATIONALE AND RELATIONSHIP TO AGENCY LONG-RANGE 
STRATEGIC GOALS AND CAPITAL PLAN: 

The University of Minnesota has a distinguished history of educating leaders 
in architecture and landscape architecture. This leadership has been 
instrumental in creating an architecture and landscape architecture community 
in Minnesota that is recognized as a major exporter of design services to the 
region and country. Ninety percent of the professionals who design the 
buildings and landscapes of Minnesota received their training at the University. 

The architecture and landscape architecture programs are ranked 1 0th and 7th 
respectively on the national level and are the only accredited programs in the 
state. The regents recognized the importance and quality of the degree 
programs when they made the former School of Architecture into the College 
of Architecture and_ Landscape Architecture on 7-1-89. This project would 
provide the new college with the appropriate space and modem equipment 
needed to train future professionals and to serve the professional community, 
thus meeting its responsibilities to the people of Minnesota. 

This project addresses the University's strategic goal of strengthening graduate 
and professional programs. It fulfills the college's commitment to strengthen 
its degree programs, emphasizing graduate education and research, and 
improving service to local professionals. 

It will provide the following: 

1111 A facility in one place for all college activities. College units and activities 
currently are dispersed in inappropriate spaces throughout the Twin Cities 
campus (both Minneapolis and Saint Paul). 

1111 Critically needed space for students and faculty. Originally designed for 
300 students, the Architecture Building now serves more than 700. There 
are 22 offices for 45 faculty. 

1111 Modem research facilities. There is no space in the Architecture Building 
for the college's $11 .2 million of applied research. 

11111 Appropriate environment for the study of architecture, landscape architect­
ure, andurban design. Outdated facilities do not meet current standards for 
accredited professional degree programs. The environment negatively 
affects programs that place a high value on aesthetics. 

3. IMPACT ON AGENCY OPERATING BUDGET (FACILITIES NOTE): 

Since this project is intended to consolidate existing units of the college and 
upgrade facilities for improved delivery of existing programs, an increase in 
program staff is not anticipated. Operational costs are estimated to increase 
by $590 annually. The addition of 1 FTE is anticipated to operate and 
maintain this enlarged facility. 
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4. PREVIOUS PROJECT FUNDING: 

GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail (Cont'd.) 

fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

In 1987, the legislature appropriated $707 for planning and design of this 
project. 

5. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS (OPTIONAL):· 

Of the total project budget of $25.233 million, the Governor's initiative 
recommends that the University raise one-sixth of the total project budget, or 
$4.206 million, from private funds. The governor further recommends that an 
additional one-sixth of the total project cost, $4.206 million, will be financed 
by University debt service payments. 

6. PROJECT CONTACT PERSON, TITLE, AND PHONE: 

Form 0-1 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail (Cont.' d} 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

PROJECT TYPE (check all that apply): 

Renewal of existing facilities or assets (no program expansion). 
_x_ Adaption of an existing facility for code-required changes, handicapped 

access or legal liability purposes. 
Adaption of an existing facility for new, expanded or enhanced uses. 
Construction or acquisition of a new facility for new, expanded or 
enhanced programs or for replacement purposes. 

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS (check all that apply): 

_x_ Safety/liability 
_x_ Asset preservation 
_x_ Code compliance 
_x_ Handicapped access (ADA) 
_x_ Hazardous materials 

AGENCY BUILDING NAME AND #: Architecture #112 

ST ATE-WIDE BUILDING ID #: E81001 0611 2 

FACILITY SQUARE FOOTAGE: 

Existing Building 
102,800 Gross Sq. Ft. 

Project Scope 
________ o Gross Sq. Ft. Demolished 
________ o Gross Sq. Ft. Decommissioned 

102,800 Gross Sq. Ft. Renewal or Adaption 
75,200 Gross Sq. Ft. New Construction 

Final Project Size 
178,000 Gross Sq. Ft. 

Form D-2 

_x_ Enhancement of existing programs/services 
Expansiqn of existing programs/services 
New programs/services 
Co-location of facilities 

Are there any space utilization standards that apply to your agency and this 
project? 

Operating cost reductions and efficiencies 
_x_ Other (specify): Consolidation and decommissioning 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY AND TELECOMMUTING: 

Information technology plan: 
submitted to IPO 
approved by IPO 

_yes 
_yes 

Telecommuting plan or statement of non-practicability: 
submitted to IPO _yes 
approved by IPO _yes 

no 
no 

no 
no 

2$. N/A 
2$. N/A 

_.2$.N/A 
2$. NIA 

__ x_ Yes No. 

If so, please cite appropriate sources: 

CHANGES IN STATE OPERATING COSTS (Facilities Note): 

F.Y. 1996-97 F.Y. 1998-99 F.Y. 2000-01 
Change in Compensation ......... $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-
Change in Bldg. Oper. Expenses .... $ -0- $ 590 $ 1 ,240 
Change in Lease Expenses ........ $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-
Change in Other Expenses . . . . . . . . $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-
T otal Change in Operating Costs ... $ -0- $ 590 $ 1 240 

Other: 
Change in F.T.E. Personnel 0 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail (Cont.' d) 

fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137 ,500 = $138) 

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS CALL YEARS/ALL FUNDING SOURCES}: 

1. 

2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 

Site and building preparation 
Site acquisition ..................................... . 
Existing building acquisition ............................. . 
Other acquisitions costs: 

Environmental studies ............................... . 
Geotechnical survey ................................. . 
Property survey .................................... . 
Historic Preservation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Other (specify) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
1. Subtotal 

Predesign fees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2. Subtotal 
Design fees 

Schematic design ................................... . 
Design development ................................. . 
Contract documents ................................. . 
Construction 

3. Subtotal 
Administrative costs and professional fees 

Project management by consultant ........................ . 
Construction management .............................. . 
Construction contingency . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Other (specify) "U" Admin./Permits/Moving ........... . 

4. Subtotal 
Site and building construction 

On site construction .................................. . 
Off site construction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Hazardous material abatement ........................... . 
Other (specify) Special Inspections ................. . 

5. Subtotal 
Furniture, Fixtures and Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6. Subtotal 
Occupancy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7. Subtotal 
Percent for art ................................ 8. Subtotal 

Total without inflation (1 through 8) 

9. Inflation multiplier .155 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 9. Subtotal 
Mid-point of construction (mo./yr.) 6/98 

Total with inflation (1 through 9) 

Project Costs 
(all prior years) 

$ ____ -"1.-...8 
$ _____ -0_-

$ ____ 5_4_6 

$ ____ 1_...4_3 

$ _____ -o __ -
$ ____ ---o---
$ ____ _,;-0;;._-

$ ____ _,;-0;;._-

$ ___ __;.7...;;.0..-7 

$ _____ -0_-

$ ____ 7_0_7 

Project Costs 
(F.Y. 1996-97) 

$ ____ _,;-0;....-

$ _____ -o __ -

$ ____ _,;-0;;._-

$ -0------$ _____ -0.._-
$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ -o_-
$ ____ ---o---
$ ____ _,;-0;;._-

$ ____ _,;-0;;._-

$ ____ -0_-
$ ___ __;;;8...;;;;0..;;;...3 

$ ___ --=2=5-=-6 
$ ___ ..;;.;1 <i..;;0...;;;;5..;;;...9 

$ _____ -o __ -
$ ____ _,;-o;;._-

$ ______ 8--6 ...... 4 
$ ______ 3...;;;;5..;;;...5 
$ ___ 1_.,_2_1_9 

$ __ _..1 ..... 7...,.1 __ 7 __ 1 
$ ___ __;;;.6...;...7=2 
$ ___ __.1_...9 ...... 9 
$ ____ 1_2_0 
$ ___ 18_,,.._1_6_2 

$ ___ 1"""'''""'"1"""'"4....;....5 
$ ______ 9 __ 1 

$ ___ __;;,1....;....7--1 

$ ___ 2 __ 1"""', __ 8...;.4-....7 

$ ___ 3_.,_3_8_6 

$ ___ 2_5_.,_2_3_3 

Project Costs 
{F.Y. 1998-99) 

$ _____ -0.._-
$ ____ _,;-0;;._-

$ ____ _,;-0;....-

$ -0------

$ _____ -0_-

$ ____ ---0---
$ ____ _,;-0;....-

$ ____ ---0---

$ ____ ---0---

$ _____ -0_-

$ ____ _,;-0;;._-

Project Costs 
(F.Y. 2000 

and beyond) 

$ ____ ---0---
$ ____ _,;-0;....-

$ ____ ---0---

$ -0------

$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ -o __ -
$ ____ ---0---
$ ____ _;-0---

$ _____ -0---

$ _____ -0_-

$ _____ -0_-

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (all capital costs, all years} 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail (Cont.' d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137 ,500 = $138) 

Form D-4 

FUNDING SOURCES: PROPOSED METHOD(S) OF 1996 STATE FINANCING (check all that apply): 

Previous Project Funding (all prior years} ............. . $ 707 Cash: $ __ _ 

State funding received ........................ . $ 707 
Federal funding received ....................... . $ -0- _X_ Bonds: $21 ,027 Tax Exempt _X_ Taxable 
local government funding received ................ . $ -0- . 
Private funding received ........................ . $ -0- STATE DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS (Check all that apply): 

For 1996 Session (F. Y. 1996-97} _X_ General Fund % of total 80 
State funding requested ....................... . $ 21 ,027 
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0- _X_ User Financing % of total 20 
local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ 4,206 Source of funds University of Minnesota 

For 1998 Session (F. Y. 1998-99} 
State Funding Estimate ........................ . $ -0-
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0-
local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ -0-

For 2000 Session (F.Y. 2000-01) 
State FtJnding Estimate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ........ . $ -0-
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0-
local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ -0-

Total Project Costs (all years) .................... . $ 25,940 
State funding requested (all years) ................ . $ 21 ,734 
Federal funding (all years) ....................... . $ -0-
local government funding (all years) .............. . $ -0-
Private funding (all years) ....................... . $ 4,206 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail (Cont.'d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ANALYSIS: 

N/A 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE ANALYSIS: 

This submission meets all Department of Finance criteria for project qualifica­
tion. 

GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDATION: 

The Governor recommends general obligation bond financing of $21.027million 
for this project, contingent upon debt service payment by the University of 
Minnesota on $4.206 million of the bonds sold, and a match of $4.206 million 
in private funds. 

Statewide Strategic Score 

Criteria 

Critical Life Safety Emergency 

Critical Legal Liability 

Prior Binding Commitment 

Strategic Linkage 

Safety Concerns 

Customer Services/Statewide Significance 

Form D-5 

Values Points 

70010 0 

70010 0 

70010 0 

0/40/80/120 80 

0/35/70/105 35 

0/35/70/105 70 

Agency Priority 0/25/50/75/100 0 

User and Non-State Financing 0-100 33 

Asset Management 0/20/40/60 40 

Operating Savings or Efficiencies 0/20/40/60 0 

Contained in State Six-Year Planning Estimates 50/0 0 

Total 258 

Schematic Design Const. 
Predesign Design Devel. Doc . Const. 

Prior Funding: • • • D D 
Agency Request: D D D D D 
Governor's Recommendation: D D D • • 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail 

Form D-1 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137 ,500 = $138) 

AGENCY: University of Minnesota 
PROJECT TITLE: Willmar Poultry Testing laboratory 

GOVERNOR'S REQUEST FOR 1996 SESSION: $1 04 
GOVERNOR'S ESTIMATE FOR 1998 SESSION: $-0-
GOVERNOR'S ESTIMATE FOR 2000 SESSION: $-0-
LOCATION {CAMPUS, CITY, COUNTY): Willmar, Kandiyohi 

GOVERNOR'S PRIORITY (for projects in the 1996 session only): 

# G02 of _2_ requests 

1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

This initiative is for funds to purchase land and a new facility for the 
University's Minnesota Poultry Testing laboratory (MPTL) in Willmar. The new 
building and land will replace the laboratory's existing facility which was 
constructed in 1960 and has several deferred maintenance problems. 

The existing University facility is located on property in an area that is 
scheduled for commercial development. The city of Willmar has determined 
that the primary access for this development will be a new street that would 
run directly through the middle of the University's property. 

A local developer has offered to construct a new building for the MPTl in 
another location in exchange for the University's current facility and land. The 
difference in the value of the University's property and building and the 
proposed facility and site is estimated at $142 thousand. Commitments by the 
city of Willmar and the developer would reduce this difference to $1 04 
thousand. 

The current facility was donated to the University in 1968 by Pfizer, Inc. and 
is operated by the University College of Veterinary Medicine under contract 
with the Minnesota Board of Animal Health. The Board has provided input into 
the site selection and building plans. A site has been selected that is 
acceptable to all parties. 

The new building will be 3,600 square feet and of wood and steel construc­
tion. (The current facility is 4,200 square feet.) Useable equipment from the · 
existing laboratory such as autoclaves, sinks and other portable equipment will 
moved into the new facility. 

2. PROJECT RATIONALE AND RELATIONSHIP TO AGENCY LONG-RANGE 
STRATEGIC GOALS AND CAPITAL PLAN: 

3. 

The Minnesota Poultry Testing laboratory is an important resource to the 
poultry industry in Minnesota. It conducts animal disease testing necessary for 
poultry breeders to comply with Board of Animal Health and national rules. 
The MPTL also trains poultry testing agents and serves as an information 
resource and referral center. 

IMPACT ON AGENCY OPERATING BUDGET (FACILITIES NOTE): 

The Board of Animal Health operates the Laboratory and provides funds to the 
University of Minnesota to cover the cost of operations, including compensa­
tion, utilities, and supplies. No change in operating expense is anticipated as 
a result of this project. 

4. PREVIOUS PROJECT FUNDING: 

None. 

5. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS (OPTIONAL): 

6. PROJECT CONTACT PERSON, TITLE, AND PHONE: 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail (Cont.'d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

PROJECT TYPE (check all that apply): 

Renewal of existing facilities or assets {no program expansion). 
Adaption of an existing facility for code-required changes, handicapped 
access or legal liability purposes. 
Adaption of an existing facility for new, expanded or enhanced uses. 

_L Construction or acquisition of a new facility for new, expanded or 
enhanced programs or for replacement purposes. 

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS (check all that apply): 

Safety/liability 
Asset preservation 
Code compliance 
Handicapped access {ADA} 
Hazardous materials 

AGENCY BUILDING NAME AND #: 

STATE-WIDE BUILDING ID #: 

FACILITY SQUARE FOOTAGE: 

Existing Building 
___ 4-'-"'-=2--0~0 Gross Sq. Ft. 

Project Scope 
-----~O Gross Sq. Ft. Demolished 
____ 4_._,=2..-0 __ 0 Gross Sq. Ft. Decommissioned 
-----~O Gross Sq. Ft. Renewal or Adaption 
____ 3_._,_6_0_0 Gross Sq. Ft. New Construction 

Final Project Size 
___ 3 .............. 6 ...... 0 ....... 0 Gross Sq. Ft. 

Form D-2 

__2L_ Enhancement of existing programs/services 
Expansion of existing programs/services 
New programs/services 
Co-location of facilities 

Are there any space utilization standards that apply to your agency and this 
project? 

Operating cost reductions and efficiencies 
Other {specify): 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY AND TELECOMMUTING: 

Information technology plan: 
submitted to IPO 
approved by IPO 

_yes 
_yes 

Telecommuting plan or statement of non-practicability: 
submitted to IPO _yes 
approved by IPO _yes 

no 
no 

no 
no 

~N/A 
~N/A 

~N/A 
~N/A 

Yes _X_No. 

If so, please cite appropriate sources: 

CHANGES IN STATE OPERATING COSTS (Facilities Note): 

F.Y. 1996-97 F.Y. 1998-99 F.Y. 2000-01 
Change in Compensation ......... $ ____ -0;;_- $ -0- $ -0-
Change in Bldg. Oper. Expenses .... $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-
Change in Lease Expenses ........ $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-
Change in Other Expenses . . . . . . . . $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-
Total Change in Operating Costs ... $ -0- $ -0- $ -0-

Other: 
Change in F.T.E. Personnel 0 0 0 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET 
Building Project Detail (Cont.' d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (ALL YEARS/ALL FUNDING SOURCES): Project Costs 
(all prior years) 

Project Costs 
(F.Y. 1996-97) 

1. 

2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 

Site and building preparation 
Site acquisition ..................................... . 
Existing building acquisition and site acquisition ............... . 
Other acquisitions costs: 

Environmental studies ............................... . 
Geotechnical survey ................................. . 
Property survey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Historic Preservation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Other {specify) .............................. . 
1. Subtotal 

Predesign fees ................................ 2. Subtotal 
Design fees 

Schematic design ................................... . 
Design development ................................. . 
Contract documents ................................. . 
Construction 

3. Subtotal 
Administrative costs and professional fees 

Project management by consultant ........................ . 
Construction management .............................. . 
Construction contingency . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Other {specify) .............................. . 

4. Subtotal 
Site and building construction 

On site construction .................................. . 
Off site construction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Hazardous material abatement ........................... . 
Other (specify) .............................. . 

5. Subtotal 
furniture, fixtures and Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6. Subtotal 
Occupancy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7. Subtotal 
Percent for art ................................ 8. Subtotal 

Total without inflation (1 through 8) 

9. Inflation multiplier __ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9. Subtotal 
Mid-point of construction (mo./yr.) __ 

Total with inflation (1 through 9) 

$ ____ .....;-0::;_-

$ ___ _...;.1..;:;;,0....;..4 

$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ -o __ -
$ _____ -0---
$ _____ -o __ -
$ _____ -0---

$ _____ -0.__- $ ___ _...;.1 __ 0 __ 4 
$ _____ -0.__- $ ______ -o __ -

$ -0------$ _____ -0_-
$ -0------$ _____ -0::;_-

$ ____ -0_- $ _____ -o __ -

$ ______ -o __ -
$ ______ -o __ -
$ ____ .....;-0::;_-

$ ____ .....;-0::;_-

$ _____ -0.__- $ ______ -o __ -

$ ____ .....;-0:;...-

$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ -0_-
$ _____ -0_-

$ _____ -0.__- $ ______ -o __ -
$ ______ -0--- $ ______ -o __ -
$ ______ -o __ - $ ____ ---0---
$ _____ -o--- $ ____ .....;-0;....-

$ ______ -o--- $ ___ _...;.1..;:;;,0....;..4 

$ ______ -o __ - $ ____ ---0---

$ _____ -0_- $ ____ 1_0_4 

Project Costs 
(F.Y. 1998-99) 

$ _____ -0---
$ ____ ---0---

$ ____ ---0---

$ ____ ---0---

$ ____ ---0---
$ ____ ---0---
$ ____ ---0---
$ ____ .....;-0::;_-

$ _____ -0_-

$ ____ .....;-0;;....-

$ _____ -0_-

Project Costs 
(F.Y. 2000 

and beyond) 

$ ____ ---0---
$ ____ ---0---

$ _____ -0.__-

$ ______ -o __ -

$ ____ .....;-0::;_-

$ ____ _;-0::;_-
$ ______ -o __ -
$ _____ -o_-

$ -0------
$ _____ -0_-

$ _____ -0_-

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (all capital costs, all years) 
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GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail (Cont.'d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

Form D-4 

FUNDING SOURCES: PROPOSED METHOD(S) OF 1996 STATE FINANCING {check all that apply): 

Previous Project Funding (all prior years) ............. . $ -0- Cash: $ __ _ Fund ---------------
State funding received ........................ . $ -0-
Federal funding received ....................... . $ -0- _X_ Bonds: $ 104 Tax Exempt ~ Taxable 
Local government funding received ................ . $ -0-
Private funding received ........................ . $ -0- STATE DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS (Check all that apply): 

For 1996 Session (F.Y. 1996-97) _X_ General Fund % of total 100 
State funding requested ....................... . $ 104 
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0- User Financing % of total 
Local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ -0- Source of funds -------------

For 1998 Session (F. Y. 1998-99) 
State Funding Estimate ........................ . $ -0-
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0-
Local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ -0-

For 2000 Session (f.Y. 2000-01) 
State Funding Estimate ........................ . $ -0-
Federal funding ............................. . $ -0-
Local government funding ...................... . $ -0-
Private funding ............................. . $ -0-

Total Project Costs {all years) ..................... . $ 104 
State funding requested (all years) ................ . $ 104 
Federal funding {all years) ....................... . $ -0-
Local government funding (all years) .............. . $ -0-
Private funding (all years) ....................... . $ -0-
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DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ANALYSIS: 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE ANALYSIS: 

GOVERNOR'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE 
Building Project Detail (Cont.' d) 

Fiscal Years 1996-2001 
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138) 

Statewide Strategic Score 

Criteria 

Critical life Safety Emergency 

This submission meets all Department of Finance criteria for project qualifica­
tion. 

Critical Legal Liability 

Prior Binding Commitment 

GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDATION: 
Strategic Linkage 

Safety Concerns 

Customer Services/Statewide Significance 

Form D-5 

Values Points 

70010 0 

70010 0 

700/0 0 

0/40/80/120 40 

0/35/70/105 0 

0/35/70/105 105 

The Governor recommends general obligation bonding of $104 thousand for 
this project. The Governor's recommendation assumes that the University will 
acquire the new building and land from the developer in exchange for the 
University's existing Poultry Testing Laboratory facility and land, plus $104 
thousand. Agency Priority 0/25/50/75/100 0 

User and Non-State Financing 0-100 70 

Asset Management 0120140160 0 

Operating Savings or Efficiencies 0120140160 0 

Contained in State Six-Year Planning Estimates 50/0 0 

Total 215 

Schematic Design Const. 
Predesign Design Devel. Doc. Acquis. 

Prior Funding: D D D D D 
Agency Request: D D D D D 
Governor's Recommendation: D D D D 
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